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The Examiner has rejected claim" 29 unrtar 35 U.S.C. 102(b) ao 
being anticipated by Ogrfen et al» . Claim 29 has been amended. In 
per l Ir.ular, the preamble ot claim 29* has been amended an that 
claim 29 is directed towards the battery pole connection cable .. 

In addition, element (a) of claim 29 has been amended cuch 
that. Lhe stranded cable is formed from a plurality of fine wire*, 
wherein the stranded can If. is dL leist partially insulated. 
:' F.lenieiiL (b) has been amended 00 that the contact piece is * 

predetinsd end to the battery pole , connecting cable 

Thus, the Applicant be] i p.vrs l/hat claim 29/ as amended, io 
substantially different than the reference to Vgden et al. For 
example, Ogdcn shows an uninsulated cable 10 with individual 
fibers 15. Both end cue^ft of uninsulated cable 10 arc eoliditied 
by welding at high temperatures such as 1100 to 2000°? to form 
end portions 20 and 30. Oycten l-.ft-4'qhes that this uninsulated 
cable 10 can be connected with solidified ends 20 and 30 Lo an 
apparatus to provide a baliHty pole ; connection, Thio may be 
' accomplished without adding an additional piece, sut:h as a 

ferrule, or without, needing to crimp the braided cable. In 
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addition, the solidified porrJnn may, also be attached to the 
apparatus by uUrrtsuuically welding.. the end portion 20 nnd 30 to 
i-.hfi apparatus. However, ugden does not show an insulated cable 
as described in claim a» amended.' In addition, Ogden does nol 
disclose * battery cable welded on\a contact pi*™. 

The Examiner a l s o states that .the whole arrangement of Ogden 
is * battery pole connection. Claim 29, as amended, is associated 
only with a mere r. :c -hlft. The cable, in this meaning of claim ?<) lb 
an *1fiment which can be connected .to dirr*r*nt things, such as an 
apparatus or a batlwry pole. The battery pole connection, as 
shown hy Ogden, ia locally defined and irreversibly attached. The 
• ■ battery pole. cable, as elaJm*d in <laim 20, can be attached to 

other iinrnn independent ot any particular apparatus. Thus, the 
' •' • applicant believes claim 29 is patentable because cable 10, as 

shown by Oucfc«», does not comprise an additional contact pi see to 
connect the cable to a battery pole. This additional contact 
piece is shown by element b of claim 29. 

The Examiner has rejected claims 23, 24 and 28 under 3. r > 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogd*n, in view of 
Budnick. The Applicant believes that neither ogden nor Budnlck 
ahuw an insulated stranded cable formed from * plurality of fine 
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wires which *re welded onto a contact piece. The Applicant 
believeo that claims 20, 23-24 and 28-29 differ from the 
combination uT Ogdan and Eudnlok in', that soldering *nd welding 
cannot be interpreted as an identical methods to connect two 
components. Tn solder connections;, - the two or both components are 
not molten. Rathe*, the melting temperature of the solder lies 
far under the mfclting temperature of the material of the. 
components. Thus, when soldering at two parts, the danger of 
damaging the insulating material is. very low. However, In wpl.diuy 
these connections, the material of bbtli of these components is 
molten, so r.haL Lhe melting temperatures of both these materials 
needs to be exceeded so that they are welded together. 
Traditionally these melting temper*t;ureo were enough to destroy 
the insulating material. Thus, the material of an insulator is 
always ally et fid by the melting procedure. 

There r<n«, the Applicant believes that it is not ob»ion.i to 
switch from soldering to welding, «Thna, a person would positively 
refrain from welding because of the expectable damage Lo l. lift 
insulation associated therewith. .'Previously, the ideas ot welding 
a cab)« onto a contact piece was not used simply because it is 
assumed that this prouftfi* would involve melting ot the insulated 
material. However, with the present invention, iL is'now possible 
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7 to wsld a thick insulated battery connecting cable to a contac:l. 

piece in such a short period of time Lh*t the heat which you need 
to connect the Lwo components doe3 not destroy the insulaUnQ 
material. In addition, Qgd&n gives; ho yucjgftstion to weld an 
insulated cable to a contact piece'/,. "Because there is no 

' • suggestion either in Ogcten or Budn.lck for the combination of 

cither of these two inventions and also there ie no suggestion 
thai wftlrJing be substituted for soldering, the Applicant believes 
claims 20, 23-24 and 28-29 are patentable over the above cited 

Tn *ckiiLion, the Applicant directs the Examiner Lu T.n r« Fine 
037 F.2d 1596, lb98-99 (Fed Cir. T.*fi8) , .wherein the court stated: 
\ ■ "Before Lbe PTO may combine the disclosures of two or mors prior 

art references in order to esLdbl i.sh prima facie obviousness, 
- there mu*L hft some suggestion for. doing $o...") Thererui:*, the 

Applicant believes that since there. is no suggestion for combining 
: ogden and Budxick, claims 20, 23-2$ an,d 28-29 should be flowed 

over the above cited reference*. 

In summary, claims 20, ?3-24,and 20-29 remain in the 
^plication. Claim 29 has been am'attded- Wo new matter has been 
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added. Accordinqly, the Applicant v tespm:LrullY request early 
allowance of l.hfc remaining claims. 
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Respectfully submit Led, 
FRIEDRICII WELCKER 
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